Petition 2017-118 by Phillips Investment Properties, LLC

To Approve:

This petition is found to be inconsistent with the Northeast District Plan (1996) based on the information
from the staff analysis and the public hearing, and because:

e The plan recommends single family uses up to 4 dwelling units per acre.

However, we find this petition to be reasonable and in the public interest, based on the information from
the staff analysis and the public hearing, and because:

e This petition proposes a warehouse addition and nine additional parking spaces as an expansion of
an already-existing business located on the parcel directly below this site.

e This site had been used as overflow parking for the adjacent auto parts business, but after the
widening of Statesville Road the parking lot did not meet zoning requirements in its current form.
This petition will formalize the parking spaces and bring the site up to current zoning code.

e The site will add a 22-foot class B buffer and tree save area between the site and the surrounding
single-family homes and add a 5-foot sidewalk connecting the sidewalk on Statesville Road to the
new warehouse addition and parking lot.

e The existing auto parts business on the adjacent site and the parking lot was recognized by the
Northeast District Plan (1996) even though the plan recommends single family residential uses for
this site, and the site use is currently not out of character with the commercial sites across the
street.

e Adding a parking lot and warehouse space along with appropriate buffers will make the site safer
for the surrounding residents and for pedestrians.

The approval of this petition will revise the adopted future land use as specified by the Northeast
District Plan, from Single-family Residential up to 4 DUA to General Business for the site.

To Deny:

This petition is found to be inconsistent with the Northeast District Plan (1996) based on the
information from the staff analysis and the public hearing, and because:

e The plan recommends single family uses up to 4 dwelling units per acre.

Therefore, we find this petition to not be reasonable and in the public interest based on the information
from the staff analysis and the public hearing, and because:

e (To be explained by the Zoning Committee)
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